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FACSIMILE MESSAGE FROM 



PERMAN & GREEN, LLP 
425 Post Road 
Fairfield, CT 06430 

Facsimile number: 203/255-5:170 
Main telephone number: 203/259-lBOO 



Date: October 25, 2002 



To: Examiner M. A, Nguyen 

Art Unit 2622 



^CEIVED 

DEC 2 3 2002 



Fax No. : (703) 872-9314 



RE: Serial No. 09/364,595 



From; Joseph V. Gamberdell, Jz , , Esq. 



Number of pages, including this sheet/ being 
transmitted; 11 

Attached for filing with the USPTO please find: 

Response After Final (10 pages) 



Tl-ife original of this fctealwn« will be sent to you via; 

_ first class i I _ciir mail ^priority rfiHLl _yvt?rnight mail )^ thia is the lio I y 
vorsion you will rftc^ivt: 

THI5 FACSIMILE MESSAGE IS INTENDED ONLY FOR THE UiJE CH-' THS 

AND MAY CONTAIN CXJNFTnCNTIAL OR LEGALLY PRIVlLliGISU INFORMAjrON. 

tf you jirc nottho iii:ti9ncU4 feoipitot, yau arc hereby notified that anyuse ot diiRjemiziation of this coDuminicalioii is Mrictly 
prohibiten). If you receive this transmission in ftrror, pletue notify us immediately by telephone so that we tan wTiiiige for ihe 
fuCufil of the dociimenta to nsi at no con to vou. 
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IN THE UNITED STATES PATENT AND TRADEMARK OFFICE 



APPLICANT (s) 
SERIAL NO. : 
FILING DATE: 

TITLE : 

ATTORNEY 
DOCKET NO. : 



Hayward et al. 

09/364,-5*fi'- ART UNIT: 

July 30, 1999 EXAMINER: 

IMAGE TRANSFER SYSTEM 



2622 

Nguyen, M, A. 



BOX AF 

Commissioner of Patents 
Washington, D,C. 20231 



D99039 690-OOa568-US (PAR) 

^-s-s^ifeM::^ RECEIVED 

DEC 2 3 2002 
Technotogy Center 2600 



RESPONSE AFTER FINAL 



Sir: 



This is in response to the Office Action mailed August 27, 2 002 
(Paper No. 5) in regard to the above -identified patent 
application. Reconsideration of the rejection of the claims is 
respectfully solicited in light of the following remarks. 

^ REMARKS 
Claims 1-26 remain in the application. 

Applicants wish to thank the Examiner for the courtesies 
extended during the telephone conversation of September 16, 
2002, 

Claims 1-26 were finally rejected under 35 USC 103(a) as being 
unpatentable over Cotte et al, (US 5,499,108). 
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